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4“. .y ’\ 
t each place it appears and adding 

“copyright Office”. 
(\. _, 

$299.4 iA- 

removing “Copyright Ro alty Tribunal” 
each place it appeqJadding 
“Copyright Office”. 

om.5 I” 

removing  “Copyright Royalty Tribunai” 
each  place  it  appears and adding 

g25e.Sb [A“ 
39. Section Z59.5@) is amended by 

removing  “1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
N W . ,  suite 918, Washington, DC 20009” 
and adding “Copyright Office, see 
s 251.1.”. 

37. Section 259.4 ismended by 

38. Section 259.5 is amended by 

“Copyright  Office”. 

the nature and extent ok public health 
and environmental risks associated with 
the site and to determine what cER(=LA- 
financed remedialaction(s), if any, may 
be appropriate. This action does not 
affect the 1,192 sites currently listed on 
the NPL (1,069 in the General 
Superfund Section and 123 in the 
Federal  Facilities Section). However, it 
does increase the number of proposed 
sites to 97 (67 in the General  Superfund 
Section and 30 in the Federal  Facilities 
Section). Final and proposed sites now 
total 1.289. 
DATES: Comments must be submitted on 
or before February 17,1994, for 
Raymark Industries, Inc.  (Stratford, 
Connecticut), Lower Ecorse Creek Dump 
(Wyandotte, Michigan)  and TeMeSSee 
Products (Chattanooga, Tennessee) s i n q  
these am sites being proposed based on 
ATSDR health advisory criteria and 
present  immediate  concerns.  For the 
remaining sites in this.proposal, 
comments must be submitted on or 
before March 21,1994. 
AOORESSES: Mail original and three 
copies of comments (no facsimiles or 
tapes) to Docket Coordinator, 
Headquarters; US. EPA CERCLA Docket 
Office, ,5201; Waterside Mall: 401 M 
Street, SW.: Washington, DC 20460; 
202/260-31)48. For additional Docket 
‘addressas and further details on their 
contents, gee Section I of the 
~ P P L E M ~ A R Y  rn-m portion of 
this preamble. 
FOR FURTHER M f - W  COWTACT: 
Terry Keidan, Hazardous Site 
Evaluation Division, Offics of 
Emergency and Remedial Respanse 
(SZOSC), US. Environmental Protection 
Agency,.401 M Shwt, SW Washingtao, 
DC 20460, or the Superfund Hothe, 
Phone ( 8 0 0 )  424-9346 or (703) 412- 
9810 in the Washington, Dc. 
metropolitanares 
sdPLumrAaY”* 

I~troductioD. 
U. Rwpo8a and Implementation of th8 NPL m. @ntents of RU& Rule 
N. ~Regdatury Impact -lysis 
V. RseJ.tary Flexibility Ad Adysis 

L In- 
Background 
In 1980, Congress enacted the 

Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 

“the Ad”) in nesponse to the daagsrs of 
unconwlled waste sitas. 
CEX(3.A was amended OD octobar 17, . 
1- by thp Superfund Amepdmenrtr 
and Reauthorization Act I“SARA’9, 
Pubiic IJW No. eS-rQ9,lOO stat. 1613 
d seq. To fmplmrmnt CZRCZA, tho 

Act, 42 U.S.C. 9601-4675 (.‘’-” a 

E n v i r o ~ ~ p r o t e c r i o n ~  

(‘‘ITA’’ or “the Agency”)  promulgated 
the revised  National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Gontingency pian 
(“NCI)”), 40 CFR part 300. on July 16, 
1982 (47 FR 31180). pursll&nt to 
CERCLA section 105 and Executive 
Order 12316 (46.FR 42237, August 20, 
1981). The NCP sets forth the guidelines 
and procedures needed to  respond 
under CERC3.A to r e l e a s e s  and 
threatened releases of hazardous 
substances, pollutants, or  contaminants. 
EPA has revised the NCP on seved 
occasions,  most  recently on March 8, 
1990 (55 F’R 8666). 

Section 105(a)(8)(A).of CERC3.A 
requires that the NCP include  ”criteria 
for determining priori ties among 
releases or threatened r e l e a s e s  
throughout the United  States for the 
purpose of taking  remediai action.” As 
defined in CZRCLA section 101(24). 
remedial  action tends to be long-term in 
nature and involves response a c t i c ~ a  
that are consistent with a permanent 
remed for a release. 

M&anisms for determini 
riorities forgossible rernw&! actions 

h ~ c e d  by e Trust Fund establshed 
under CERC3.A (commonly recrrsd to 
as the “Superfund”1 and finurced by , 

other persons are included in the NCP 
in 40 300.425(C] (55 I% 8845. 
March 8.1990). Under *o c;FR 
300.425(c)(l). a site mav be rncludad on 
the NPL if it scores suffiurntlv bgh an 
the Hazard Ranking System C ‘ H R S ’ I .  
which is appendix A of 40 CFR psrt 
300. On December 14,1990 (55  FR 
515321, EPA prpmulgated  SON to 
the HRS p a d y  in responr to awlA 
d o n  105(c). added by SACU Tbe 
revised HRS evaluates four p r t h w r ~  
ground  water, surface -tu. rad 
exposure,andair.TbeHRSrrvrwa 
scmening device to evaluao Ih. d m v s  
potential of uncontr0ll.d barydau 
substances. pollutants, and 
c o n t a m i n a n t s t o p o a , a t h r s u m b ~ ~  
h@th or the environmen; nom u m  
that scorn 28.50 or p t c  QD &e k W 3  
are eli ‘ble for the WL 

Un& a, second mechanrsn fa 
adding sitp to the NPK. srch State m y  
designate a single site as IU t pnonty. 
regardlesslof the HRs score xu 
mechanis+, provided by th. . X 2  in 40 
(=FR 300.425(c)(21, reqrura that. to rb, 
extent predticable. the NPL M u d .  
within the:lOQ highest pnontir o m  
tacility ddignated by eacb Sma 
mpre@mti.d ‘thegrentm duqw to 
public h d b .  welfarrr. or the 
enviFonment among known batirJr la - 
the State. 
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Record. Each Regional docket for this site. (See, most recently, 57 I% 4824 Implementation 
rule, except for the three ATSDR health (February 7,1992)). Although EPA 
advisory sites  and  the State top priority . intends to pursue  the same policy with a release or threaten& release 
mentioned above, cont&s all of the sites in this d e ,  EPA can guarantee that may edd, =A begins a series of 
information in  the H d c p r t e r s  docket it  will  consider only those comments increasingly comphx ev&,atims, The 
for sites in that Region h s  the actual postmarked by the close of the formal first &>p, the Preliminary Assessment 
reference documents c z t h i n g  the data comment period. EPA cannot delay a C'PA"),  is a low-cost  review of deg 
principally relied upon and cited by . final listing decision solely to 
EPA-in calculating or evaluating the accommodate consideration of late 

information to determine if the site 

HRS scores €or sites in that Region. comments. poses a threat to public health or the 

These reference documents are available ~n certain instances, interested parties serious imminent threat, EPA may take 
environment. If the  site presents a 

only in  the Regional  dockets-  For the have written to EPA concerning sites immediate removal adon.  If the PA 

health advisory criteria, both the 
Headquarters and Regional dockets 

the NPL. If those sites are later proposed not an imminent threat. EPA will 
to the NPL parties should review their generally perform  a  more extensive 

contain the public earlier concerns and, if still appropriate, study  called  the Site Inspection ("si"). 
issued by ATSDR, and EPA memoranda resubmit those concerns for 
supporting  the findings that in each case consideration during the formal The SI involves collecting additional 
the release poses  a significant threat to comment Sitespecific information to better understand the 

public and that it be more correspondenca received prior to the out sites that will not qualify for the 
extent of the problem at the site. SCreen 

cost-effective to rather period of formal p r o m  and comment NpL, and obtain data n-SSary to than removal~authorities at the site* For will not generally be included in the calculate an for s i t s  which the site that has been designated a top do&&. priority by the State, both the 
Headquarters and Regional dockets . n. Purpose and Implementation of the further may perfom 
contain supporting documentation. NPL 
Interested parties may view documents, 
by appointment only, in the approximately 35,000 PAS an1 
Headquarters or  the  appropriate me legislative history of mm ap roximately 17,000 SIs. 
Regional docket or copies may be (Report of the Committee.on 
requested from the Headquarters or Environment and Public Works, Senate FR 8845, March 8,1990) limits 
appropriate Regional  docket. An Report No, 9w48,96& cons, 2d w. ' expenditure Of the Trust Fund for 
informal written request. rather.thah 8 60 (198Q)) states the primary purpose of may tde enfoorcement remedial actions to sites on the NPL. 
formal request under the Freedom of the NpL: 
Lnformation  Act. should be the ordinary The priority lists -e primarily actions under CER- or other 

these documents. 

during the comment period. During the remedial &ions Inclusion of a taciiity or 
comment period, comments are placed site on the list does not in itself reflect a enforcement actions has been aqd will 
in the Headquarters docket and are judgment  activities of its or continue to ' b e  on NPL sites. Similarly, 
available to the public on an "as . operator, it d& not require those pereons to 5 the Case Of mIt"al @dons,  
received" basis. A complete set of ,undertake any action, nor does it assign JPA  has the authority to , a c t  at any site, 
comments will be available for viewing liability to peffon- subnent whether listed or not, thd,t meets the 
in  the wand docket appro-ately g o ~ ~ e n t  action in fom of -did e te r i a  of the NCP i n  40 (3% 
one week after the formal commm2- actions or enforcement actions will be 300.415(%)(2) (55 FR 8842. M a n h  8. 

period Comments received after will be attended by all  appropriate n v  in order to do s o *  and these actions 199~1. EPA'B policy is to puffue~ deanup 
the comment period closes will be pduralsafeguards. of NF'L sites using all theiappropriate 
available in  the Headquarters docket &dor enforcement aqons  
and in  the Regional docket on an "as The purpose of the WL, therefore, is avaflable to the Agency, iinchdiiig 
rekeived" basis. primarily to serve as informational authorities other than CE~UA. The 

Comments that indude complex or and management  tool. The Agency'will decide on,a qite-by-'riite 
voluminous reports, or materials identification of a site for the NPL is basis whether to taiqe enforcement or 
pr;epared  for purposes der than intended pr imely to guide EPA in other aktion under.CERdA .or other 
scoring, should point out the specific . determining which sites warrant further auqoritiy prior to undertaking 
information that EPA should'consider investigation to assess the nature and respbnse action. proceed d i m l y  with 
arid how it  affects individual HRS factor extent of the public health and T d  Fhd-financed respbnse aFioas . 
values. See Noithside Sanitary Landfill , environmental risks associated with the and! +dk to recover r e s p o v  c&ts after 
v. Thomas, 849 F.2d 1516 (D.C. Cir. site  anti  to deternine what CERCLA - cleanup, or do both. To the extent 
1488). EPA will make final listing remedial action(s1, if any, may be feasgble, once sifes am on the NPL. EPA 
ddcision after considering the relevant appropriate. The Nm. also serves to will ideremine high-priority candidates 
comments received during the comment notify the public of sites that JPA . foT CERhA-fTnanced response action 
pqriod. , I  believes warrant further investigation. anUpr eaforcement action  through both 
9 past des, EPA has attempted to 'Finally, listing a site may, to  the extent State and Federal initiativ'es. EPA will 

respond to late  comments. or when that potentially responsible partih am take into adcotint which appn>a& is 
was not practichble, to read all late 
cobments and address those that 

identifiable at the ltime of listing, serve more likely to accomplish; c l m u p  of 
. as notice to such parties that the Agen the she most expeditipusly while'using 

bqught to the Agency's attention a may initiate CERCLA-financed remed8 w(&%'s w t e d  resouqes as ~ 

fundaamental BROT in the scoring of a action. efficiently as possible. 

After initial discovery of a site at 

sites proposed On the basis Of which were not at that time proposed to shows that  the site presents a b a t  but ' 

warrant placement on the NPL and 

- removal actions at any  time during the 
process. To date EPA has com leted 

he NCP .in 40 C F R ,  300.425@)(1) (55 

procedm for Obtaining  ''pies Of Of hfOlTllat iOIld PurpOSea, identifyhlg for the p&es regaidless of whether b e  site is 
applicable statutes against responsible 

EPA considers all comments received or other  releases which appeer to 
States and the public those facilities and sites on the N ~ L ,  although, as a praaical 

matter, the focus of EPA's CERCU 
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list certain categories of RCRA sites park containing a baseball diamond and mitigation actions at known locations 

authorities, as well as o h  sites subject northwest of the site. The facility began prioritized for eariy action. 
to those authorities. if the Agency operations at this l a t i o n  in 1919 and EPA3 assessment is that the site poses 
concludes  that doing sobst furthers the primarily manufactured asbestos brake a significant h a t  to human health and 

CERm progrsm. EPAhexplained products until operations ceased in effective to  use remedial authority than 
these policies in detail in.the past ( 5 1  1989. The facility operated as a to use removal authority to  respond to 
FR 21054, June io, 1986; 53 FR 23978, hazardous waste generator and  land the site. This finding is set out in a 

24,1988;  54 FR 41000, October 4, disposal facility. The hazardous waste memorandum dated November 3,1993, 
1989; 56 FR 5602, Febm 11,1991). produced on-site consisted primarily of from Menill S. HOhrnan,  Region 1 Waste 

Consistent with EPA~~%WKCRA lead-asbestos dust. metals and solvents. Management Division Director. to Larry 
policy, EPA is proposing to addone site From 1919 to July 1984, Raymark  Reed, Haiardous Site Evaluation 
to the General Superfund Section of the Industries, Inc. used a system of lagoons DiVision Director. This memorandum 
NPL that may be subject to RCRA to attempt to capture  the waste lead and  and  the ATSDR advisory are available in 
Subtitle c c o d v e  action authorities, asbestos dust produced by its the Superfund docket for this proposed 
t!!e Raymark Industries, Inc..site in manufacturing process.  Over this 65 rule. Based on this information, and  the 
Stratford, Connecticut, which is being year period, these lagoon systems were references in support of proposal, EPA 
proposed based on ATSDR health located throughout the western and believes that the Raymark Industries. 
advisory criteria. Material has been central areas of the facility. As the Inc. site i s  appropriate for the NPL 
placed in  the public docket establishing lagoons filled with-sludge they were p m u m t  to 40 CFR 300.425(c)(31. 
that the facility operated as a hazardous covered with asphait and often built bwer E~~~~ creek Dump 
waste generator and land disposal upon.  Dredged materials were also 
facility. Raymark bduslies, Inc, is a landfilled at other locations, including The Lower Ecorse Creek Dump site is 
R C M  Subtitle C regulated Eacility the adjacent ballfield. Interim actions located in Wyandotte* County* 
which has initiated bankruptcy intended to stabilize waste have been Michigan. The site consists of the 
proceedings. Listing of the Raymark conducted at the Raymark Industries, residence at 470 North hive and three 
Industries, Inc. site on the NPL under InC. facility and  the ballfield. 
.these circumstances is consistent with An intensive &cia1 sampling 
EPA's NPWRCRA deferral policy. program of the other locations where  the lots ahtting the wrse River. 

Ld subject ta Subtitle C corrective action recreation field is located immediately and at newly discovered.sites 9 being 

~ aims of the NPLIRCRA- policy and the ' linings and other automotive asbestos anticipates that it will be more cost- 

neighboring parceIs of land. The site 
occupies a level  area with the back of 

waste h m  Raymark Industries, Inc. is During the Period between 1945 and 

Agency announced a policy for placing by the Connecticut Department of swampy area of the creek was filled 

y, Releases From Federal Facility sites known or s u s p ~ ~  to have been 1955, and prior to the house at 470 
on March 13,1989 154 FR loszo], the received and used as fill was instituted North Drive being built. the b' lying 

Federal facility sites on  the NpL if they Envi+xunental Protection and EPA in with materia1  from  local industries. 
meet the eligibility criteria (e.g., an April 1993. Based upon  the analytical Some ofthe fifl material contained what 
Score of 28.50 or greater), even if the ,results of this activity, which indicated  has been confirmed as ferric 
Federal facility also is subject to the concentrations of lead, asbestos, and ferrocYanide* commonly referred to as 
corrective action authorities of RCRA POlYchlorinate~ biphenyls (ws), "Prussian Blue". The blue soil was also 
Subtitle C. that way, those sites codd ATSDR issued.a public health advisory fO&d across the street at 471 North 
be cleaned up  under CERCLA, if on May 26,1993 for "Kaymark Drive, approximately two feet below the 
appropriate. hd&es/Stratfod $ites". surface and the o v e r  of the residence 

This rule proposes to  add  ten  sites  to  The advisory recommended dissociation at 469 North  Drive also repofled that he 
the Federal Facilities Section of the of the,public,fibm -89 where expo- found .the blue soil in his yard. In 

levels of heal& c0n-m m. The of 470 North  Drive where Prussian BIue 
ATSDR Health Advisory Based 
Proposed Sites presence ,of dioxin in Raym& is exposed. Neighborhood children have 

Industries, Inc., waste has subhuent ly  -used portions of these lots as a go-cart 
Raymark Industries, Inc. in Stratford, beeen confirmed. The advisory was based track and wearing of the topsoil by the 

Connecticut, Lower  Ecorse Creek Dump on the concern that people could be go-carKs has exposed the P r u s s i a n  Blue. 
in Wyandotte, Michigan, and Tennessee exposed to site-related contdinants The :EPA was contacted by the Wayne 
Products in ChattanoOga, Tennessee, are through inhalation, d i m  derpal County Health Departmaht on October 
being proposed for the NPL on the basis contact, ingestion of waste present in 25,1989. EPA tasked Its Technical 
of section 425(c)(3) ofthe NB. 40 CFR the soil, qnd consumphon of potentially Assistants Tedm  (TAT)  on October 27. 
300.425(~)(31 (55 FX 8845. March 8, conthinated area  seafood. 1989, !to conduct a site investigation and 
1330). Tbe results from saniples collected to sampling. Simpling results were 
Eiaymark Industries, Inc. determini, the lateral ezdent of provided to ATSDR  for review and 

contamination ,at kno+ disposal assessinent. ATSD.Rs review on 
The Raymark Industries, hc. site locations has served as the basis for November 22,1989, concluded that 

includes the Rapark  Industri-,  Inc. supplemental ATSDR sitespecific "The  'levels of cyanide fqund in the soil 
facility and other locations where Health Consultations. ATSDR do &sent an urgent public health Raymark Industries, Inc facility waste recommended'immedipe response threat. Steps to eliminate any direct 

determines pose a significant threat to imrninerit health threds. Sampling to to be taken -&atel .?' 

Inc. facility comprises about 500,000 contMi$mtian at the@ disposal apeas is that the prebnce of cyanide 
square feet of office, storage and presently b@g condubed  to expedite contaminated wastes in an unrestricted 
production space on 33.4 acres next to complete si;e &aracte$ization. Site residential area presented an immediate 
Interstate Route 95. A public recreation charheteiization and  initiation of and significant public health threat. 

hiL.  ~ to Kaymark hdwtries, Inc. d s t e  at addition, there are two vacant lots east 

pp"' has come  to be located and that EPA actions based upon the finding of contact with the contaminated soil need 

( public .heaIth. The Raymark Jndustries. detenn*e the vertica1,pxtent of ~. 
'"i.nY Following ATSDR's Jetermination 
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EPA's Emergency Response Branch 
initiated removal activities. On 
December 4,1989, work commenced to 
cover the contamirrated areas with six 
inches of clean topsoil and fill in areas 
of the driveway a d  sidewalk which 
had been previous@ excavated by the 
property owner. Tlus action eliminated 
physical contact with Prussian Blue and 
related cyanide compounds  which  had 
spread throughout the area. The initial 
action was com2leted in the summer of 
1990 with the establishment of a . 
ve etative cover. 

Fhe Final ATSDR Health Advisory 
which was released on August 13,1993, 
recommended the following actions: 

(1) Immediately dissociate the 
affected residents from cyanide 
contamination, which is at levels of 
health concern in residential subsurface 
soils: 

(2) Implement permanent m e a s b s  to 
remediate the contamination as 
ap ro riate; and 8) &&der including  the'Lower 
Ecorse Creek Dump site on the EPA 
National Priorities List or, using other 
statutory or regulatory authorities as 
app,mpriate,! take other  steps to 
characterid the site and take x i ~ ~  
action. 

1 Additional recommendations by 
ATSDR include  conducting,a door-to- 
door well survey and we11 sampling to 
determine the bxteni and 1evel:of any 
groundwater contamination. ATSDR 
also suggests iestricting digging into 
contaminated.subsurface soil'to prevent 
IiUman contact with p n t q i n q t +  soils 
and released,dyanide gas. "' ' " 

EPA'S assesfment js @at  thQ&te poses 
a signifidnt @reat to h+aln,fi and 
anticipates that it wiU be: morb cdst- 
effective to use remedial;authb+ity than 
to'.use removial authority td+rei;$oipd to 
.?he site considpring the uo&:an&time - 
involved in h, extensiveieimdvrrater 
study add, pdtdntial gioundwak! 
remediation. This findihi;is set out in 
a memo&dh dated A$@t'i$O, 1993. 
from Willi'ain  E.,hhiib.,R,egi$ii"I15  Waste 
"anagementi Divisiq DikectpZ, to Larry 
Reed. 'Maqmjd+ Site:Ev&iation ' 
Division M o r .  ,* @e@iqdxihxn 
and the A$T$IZ;I  a&%: aij bylable  in 
the,Su@Md:d&et fov HS @O@OS& 

. rule.' Bases onl\thi's irih$@$xi,'akd the 
references support rof,prcipb&? PA 
bd\ievF $ a d s  h w b r  E c o e w k  
~ u n i p  pits isiabprppiiate; foftt;#lpL 

TenAessee p r o i p u c t s , , , ; ,  ~ ~ , 
The Te@ess'$e wu&isite,'is an 

Cdfporatiod ,&buther$ @$e), 
C h a t & d o & l l ~  '&r &dosit Site and 

p&biint to IOI(cFR $00~425(cyy1: , A )  I ' ,  'dl  , "I, , I 

. aggregatiori~4fSotpht$xKolie 1 8 ,  "I 

Hwill  &$!wb Hd.,y+,&b site is 

59,.No. 11 /"Tuesday, January 18, 

located ih a heavily populated, low- 
income, urban and  industrial m a  in the 
Chattanooga Creek (the creek) basin in 
Chattirnooga, Hamilton County, 
Tennessee. The site  consists of the 
former Tennessee Products coke plant 
and  its assbciated uncontrolled  cod-tar 
dumping grounds in Chattanooga Creek 
and  its floodplain. Uncontroiled 
dumping of coal-tar wastes has 
contaminated the' facility, groundwater 
resources underlying the facility, and 
surface water resourCes downstream of 
the facility including  wetlands  and 
fisheries. 

The former Tennessee Products coke 
plant 1a.k.a. Southern Coke1 is located at 
4800 Central Avenue, south of Hamill/ 
Hooker  Road and approximately one 
mile west of the-creek.',qe coal-tar 
wastes are located along an approximate 
2.5 mile section, of the creek extending 
fiom just ups t r eh  of Hamill Road 
bridge 'to the creek's 'confluence with 
Dobbs Branch. Thw coal-tar deposits are 
the'wult of dumpink cFl-tar wastes 
directly into the creek and onto  the 
floodplaib within the .immediate 
vicinity of the &k chaixyl. ' T h e  

largest coal-tafdeposits have been 
found $the creek bed and along its 
b+&s %&in a"1 bile segntent of the 
&k between Hamill Road and 38th 
, S p i .  ,&@yses fqpolynucbar ' ,  

anonidtic hydrqcarbops. (Pws) as well 
ad jrisud $ s p e c t i o n  bf sediment cores 

ct$tp$iated  this m e r i t  of ;,&e  creek 
plUs,aii 4&+liqO$al i75 miles of the q k  
dobrkts&n Eiom this ssgm'ent. 

Adirisijrffor +$,Te$@essbe Products 
Sit& &ri:AU"&t 20: 19931; 6a&d on the 

by  @e&al-ta$:dbpodip, at $he  IsZte. The 
A ~ v ~ A & &  &xMrneri&s tEe following actio& 3 . 'i, I 1  

'8 (a)Fissbciitb &si+& e!p+ a e  cod- 

l'fzl, bntinue'  iite c+wpde&tibn to 

. .  . 

$im.that   ~bal-$b: ;$a heavily. 

t?TSqk:issu+. a @blic Hqlth 

&it&& &d b h y s i a  h& p-nt& 

t&d& &ifs; ' ri I t i  'I 

ad&& &&:,p&ntidi for m@&n of 

1994 / Proposed ., : "Rules .. ' 2573 
? 

sites. The aggregation criteria is I 0 
discussed in a memo to  the file, from k- 
Loften Carr, Site Assessment Manager, 
EPA Region  4, dated  June  8,1993, 
which is included in  the nomination 
package. 

photographic evidence indicate that the 
tar was dumped into the creek, on the 
banks and  in areas near the creek  over 
several years during the 1940s and 
1950s. During World  War Il, the U.S. 
Government purchased the Tennessee 
Products facility and operated it for the 
war effort. The facility was sold back to 
the company after the end of the war. 
Due to increased coke production 
during the war, a substantial increase in 
waste generated by Tennessee Products 
may have strained waste handling 
procedures practiced by Tennessee 
Products before 1941. Documentation of 
the disposal practices of Tennessee 
Products during this time period is not 
available; however, Tennessee Products 
maintained a private sewer line which 
discharged directly into  the creek. 

EPA's assessment is that the site poses 
a significant threat to human hedlth and 
anticipates that it will be mob cost- 
effective to use remedial authmity than 
to use removal authority to rkspond to 
the site. This finding is  set oub in~a  
memorandum dated August 17,1993, 
from Joseph R F w a t h e s ,  Region 4 
Waste  Management Division birector, to 
Lafy Reed, Hazardous Site Evaluation - 

Division Director..;ms memorandum 
q d  the ATSDR advisory are available in 
the Superfund docket for this'proposed 
d e .  Based  on this information, and the 
references in support of 'proposal, EPA 
beJieves that  the Tennessee products 
site is appropriate for the NP& pursuant 
to'40 CFR 300.425(~)(3!. 
Name change 

EPA is, proposing to change the name 
of the e o f i e l d  Barracks site in Oahu, 
Hawaii, to Schofield &macks/Wheeler 
Army  Airfield. EPA believes the name 
change &ore accurately reflects the site. 
IV. R d a t o y  '&pa& Analysis 
Executi; &der 12866 

Office  ,of;$kfanagement ,and Budget 
(OMB) fqr  review q d e r  Executive 
Ordei12866 (58 q ~ 5 3 7 3 5 ,  October 4. 
1993) and Executive Order 12580 (52 FR 

we+ +aii~ in pspopse t.o O W .  
V. ReguIatory hexibilitp' Act Analysis c 

The:R&ulatory Flekbibty Act of 1980 
r e q u i p s  EpA to p?vi,bw die impacts of 
this  on on smail'I'enqitiF, or certify 
that the d&oriv3ill not h a d  a 

Historical sampling and aerial 

This actio4 was submitted to the . . 

2923; Jqnarjr 29.1.987). No changes . 
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i significant impad on a substantial the NPL could increase the likeIihaod of c&-rkovery actions, w W  EPA takes 
C, , number of ~mali entities. BY small adverse impacts on responsible parties at its discretion on a site-by-site bssis. 

entities, the Ad reOr8 to small (in the form of cleanup costs), but at this EPA considers many f'actors when 
busiqesses, sm& governmsntt time EPA cannot identify the potentially determining  enforcement dons, 
jurisdictions, and noapPfit affected busin- or estimate the including  not  only the firm's 
organizations. number of small businesses that might contribution  to the problem,  but also its 

,Ne, it is not  a  iypical  regulatory the sites in this proposed d e  an the The impacts (from cast recovery) on 
change since it does not automatically NpL could Gmficanuy affect small govements and non~mfit 
impose  costs. As stated above, industries, or firms within industries, similar organizations dy- would b'detennined on a 
ProPosing sites to the NPL d m  not in that  have caused 8 proportionately high 
itself mquire any action by party, percentage of waste site problems.  For the foregoing  reasons, I h b y  
nor does it determine  the  liability of any However, P A  does  not expect the certify that this proposed rule would not 
party for the  cost of cleanup  at  the  site. listing of these  sites to have 8 significant have  a  significant  economic  impact an 
Further, no identifiable  groups are economic impact on a substantial  a  substantial  number of small entities. 
affected as a whole. As a consequence, number of small  businesses.  Therefore, this proposed  regulation  does 
impacts  on any group are hard to In any case, economic  impacts  would  not requim a  regulatory  flexibility 
predict. A site's  proposed,  inclusion on o m  only  through  enforcement and analysis. 

\' While this rule proposes to revise the ne Agency does expect that also be affected. ability to pay; 

.NATIONAL PRlORlTlES iJST4ROPOSED RULE NO. 16"GENERAL SUPERFUND SECTloN 
[NumberofSitesRoposedtoGenerafSuperfundSection:16] 

State S i  flame 

45 ortando .......:......... Chewon chemicel a. {cktho Division) ......................................... FL 

14 Davis ........_.......... Frontier Ferbiier ..._.........._....."........... ..................................................... CA 

NPL Grr City/cwnty 

CT 

M 

NA stratford .".....I.... " Raynark Industries. Inc ................ ".............""""..................."*""".......... .. ...... " ....... "....... 

; Bosoier ci "I." Lincdn choso& .""...I.. "" .......................... .." "I. " ....e.. "..." ....-... I" ...... L"..."" L;A 

1 Mason city "". Mason cay coal Gasincatkn Plant ................ L..."" .".. """"-."..-"""""..?. "..... 
17 

NY GCL Te &Treating I n c  .I................."... L.. ............. ................................................ .. .__"..-I I_ Village d Sidney . 5 
, , 1h.W PA 

hhgm K e m e c o t t  (North Zone) .............................................. ..-_.._. -.I.. ................. ..-... UT 
NA Chattandoga ......... Tefnmsee Roads "........................... -... ..._.___.- ." ".... -..".-..".. -.. ..-. TN 
4 5  AAoscow chemet Co ... ._............U.............. $.." ...._...._... ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ . .  -...-..".. TN 

4 Marcus Hook -. East Tenth Street ...................................................................... I; ............................ -.. 
2 

UT Kemecott (South Zone) .................................. "-"..---..-"--_"--....."-...... - ....... Copperton ............. 2 
UT M-y Smelter "..."... ........................ ".....". ...... ...r~r~~"...rn~--."---.-"".... ........ MUTay City ..... ....- 1 

WA Boomsnrrtu'Airco ......................................................... .................................................... -.......... Vancouver ..-.....- 

-KS 45 Olattn, ,."""."- chemical cornmodties Inc .",_ _I....,..._...........l_l. ..._._ ......". .."......." .... .. ................ -..... 
.. MI N A .  Wyandotte ............ Lowsr E m  ..-.... ...... ".l..-....".U.. .... -... ........................................................ 

................ ...... ............... .. .................. 

VI 415 st crou """1.. , Island ChemicalcOrpMrsin Islands chemical corp ....."......... " ........""...... . ."."..... 
NA . 

~S~esarepkicsdingrorps(Gr)~~togrouQsof5oonIhef ine lNpL 

NATIONAL PRKXUnES bS'I"PRoP0SED RULE No. 1 w E D E R A L  FACILITIES SECTloN 
~ ~ . d ~ P f ~ p 9 d t a ~ F ~ S e e t i o n : l O ]  

state I sitbnsmb 1 C i i / c o u n t y  I NPL G r t  
~~~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~~~ ~ ~~ 

CA 
Fi. 

Davis .................... Laboratory for Energydelated Health ResearcWOld Campur LaWill {USOOE) ".......... ".....-.......... -... 

losco county ."".. Wurtsmah Air ForCe Bsss .-" ._."........... 2 ........................................... .... ...... ;..Iru...r .... I"..-.... MI 
St. Marys Co ---. P W e  Naval Air Stagon "....." ...........  ...... "..."..-..... ._..... ...-.."..-"--."~....A." .... --.- MD 
OahU -.... .... -...- .... Navel Conpter and T- Area Master Station Esstem Pacipc _. ..... ...I..."..w"..... HI 
hMtul ..... .......... ...- whrting Field Naral Air stslion ....................................... ................................................... 

OH cokurkrs ...... -..... Air Force P W  85 ".................."...- 
.OH Ridtenbacker Air NstbnaJ Guard Base ..._... ............... ; ....._"... ... .................................................. .... 

.Kitsap ....... OM Navy OwncJ?tanchester Lakxatoly (USEPN?4OAA) ... _...._..............................................-................. WA 
Newport News .-. Fort Eustis (US Army) .................................................. .. .......................................................................... VA 
M- Navy Shps ParOI conoo) Centef ......................................................................... ........ .......................... PA 
Lcckbowne ....- "-. "... 

lSites~placedmgmups(Gr)correspondingtogrwpsd5oonthefinalNPL I 




